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In a memorandum decision, which we later published upon the request of the
Appellant, Rosemary Dean, we reversed the trial court’s grant of summary judgment in favor
of Appellee, William T. Pelham, Personal Representative of the Estate of William McNatt
(the Estate), and directed that summary judgment be entered in favor of Dean. The Estate
filed a petition for rehearing requesting that we reconsider our decision. We grant the
Estate’s petition for rehearing for the limited purpose of clarifying that we analyzed the
designated evidence under the appropriate summary judgment standard of review, but used
imprecise language in stating our conclusion. We hereby restate our conclusion in terms of
the appropriate standard: The designated evidence does not raise a genuine issue of material
fact as to William’s intent with regard to Dean’s survivorship rights. We affirm our opinion
in all other respects.

DARDEN, J., and BARNES, J., concur



